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CAL-PED bay-Delta Progras ﬁStE;fflﬁlffﬁzﬁf
athn. Riek Breintenbask

l4lo=9th 3t,, Suite 1155

Saoramente, Ca. 95014~5509

Dear 3irs,

The followl~g is & 118t of projecis I daveloped or nodified and submit,
ted Yo USBRA, DWR, Corps of ingineers, snd other agencies during tbe 19
30%'s when I was consultant for the censervation group, Galifornia
Trout, 1Ine,.These projectss wers taken sericusly as taat tise and are
highly wershy of sonsideredtion by CAL-PED as they are all bignly
esonomie and have major bensfits for fishsries and rearsation as weld
as sreading major walter supplies and floed sontrol bonefits, I will

be sending you extensive reports on each of toess proposals.

1, The nost lapertant of these propossls 1s my conceps of the develep
ment of two majoroffastrean storage reserv BF for Anepican River water
on Deer Cresk, just souti of the lower American River. These Reserveiry,
Deer Crerk Reservoir, capacity 700,000 AF, and County Line Zessrvelp,
oapesity 200,000=300,000 AF, alaost as large in total o ivy as -
Polsom Lake., They would be sepved by & gravity flow cansl wil: & sepas_
ity of about 7:,000 efs leading fro=m the dase of tne Morwmon Island
saddle dike at Folsom Lake extending atout 10 miles down S0 the ressy
voirs, All water would ba relsassd into tne lower Gosumnes River
near 3loughhouse, making more thnan 40 milés of the lower Cosumnes
high quallty saloou, steelhead, trour, and shad pabitat. The lower wiv
or would DeJOns & parkuway and wildlife pefuge. The flood acontmal chan
fdea has Deen studbed LY two engineering Lirms sinceay earlier repors
sud found to be viable I somewnat expsusive, This project is the
gg;x fesnible sltarnative to toe sonstruotion of some form of Aubbre
am, and would provide as much flood control end water supply benefica
as sven the large and uneconomls 2.) HAF verslon of Shat projess,

2. The U3ER propesal for sonstr.stion of the 700,000 AF sapecity
Hashvill Reservolir on the Cosumnes River near Highway L9 should be
aonsidered as & water supply socurce for CVP? and 3WF, as it is an
econcxically and snvironcentally favoracle source ol water. Thie dan
was originally designed for lecal wvater supply, uwhich aade 1t economie
ally unviacle as agrisulcure 9ould not pay 1%s fair siare for the dam.
fhis reservolr socild provide {lowa averaglong over 30 ofs on 70 miles
of the lower Sosmnesas il it were coabinsd with the American River off
stream storage rsservolrs, fiows on ths lower Cosumnes would averege
ol se bo ;‘Q%%_ggg. and 1t would be s muca better flstery than the low
er Ameriocan River, The upsiresx dams orizinelly projosed by USSR were
$00 larzss snd uneconomio, but & series cof much saaller reservoirson
the numercus forks of the Coaumnes would ereate hundreds of miles of
prime trout habditat, creating She egulvalent of a new Ratlonal Park
6lose 10 Lacramento 1f adsguais roads snd tralle wore dsvaloped,
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3. @onstruction of the 3oda Creek Tunnel andSteinhart Reservolr,
capacity about 25,000 AF,to divert surplus flocd water from the Cache
Croek drainage to Putah Creek and Lake Berryessa would raise the ann
yield of Berryesds by olose to 30 percent at & very low capital cost.
This additiinal water cculd dbe diverted to 3WF in the Delta by means

of the existing Putah-South Canal and rediversion of this water by

means of Crevis Creek, whioh flows into Montezuma Slough near Vacaville,
With substantial flows, Crevis Creek occuld become u significan steelhead
stream. The Soda Cheek Tunnel would allowretaining a much higher minimum
pocl Dby taking oare of any flocod control problems at Clesr Lake,

80 lower Cache Creek flows could bDe kept falrly high throughout the year
oreating & major trout and bass fishery on more &han 4O miles of .
wilderness stream, Additional szall dams should be conatructed on majo,,
trivutaries such as Putah Cree, 35, Helena Creek, Pops Creek, and
Kelsey Creek to enhance thelr summer and fall flows to create major
tTrout fisherles, as well as fine trout lakea oclose to the Bay Ares.

4o Pit River and Lake Shasta dralnage projects, USBR(s proposal for t
the 190,000 AF Allen Camp Reservolr on the upper Pit River near Ganby
should be revived, as 1is a highly esconomic source of water for CVP and
3WP, The reservoir was not constructed as 1t was designed fer local
irrigation, which made it economicall unviable, It would create a high.
quality trout fishery on more than 100 miles of the Pit River, khish 1,
& highly degraded watershed with major trout potential and good road
acqcess %o both 1ts meadow and canyon sestions. It would alao increase
yield at Lake Shastas dy allowing retaining a higher minimum £loed
control pecl, so the net yleld fom this reservoir would br about 159,000
AP st a very low ceoast.

Another major project just below Shesta Lake 1s the large reservoir

on Little Cow Creek just sast of Redding. While this site is capable og
1 MA? capacity, it probably should be built at 600,000-700,000 AF so
thet Highway 299 need not be rerouted at the upper end of the reservetr/
Water would be supplisd bya & 3 mlile tunnel leading #irom an sxisting
saddle dike at Lake Shasta« into a {ributairy of lower Little Cow Creek,
This reservolr, with a dam sits juat upstream from Bella Viats, would
provide about 10 miles of msajor spawnéng and rearing habitat on lower
Cow Creek, As the dam would be only about 100 feet in height, it coukd
bs laddersd 3o that its upper drainage was spawning habitat while the
large reservoir would bs major rearing habitat for salmon and steelhsad,
A small dam of about 10,000-15,000 AF on the extreme upper reaches

of Littls Cow Oreek would provide about 25 mileas of prime trout habitas
right along Highway 299. Seversl cother small dams on the upper reaches
of the other branches of Cow Creek would »x provide major spawning and
réaring areas, makling this the best spawning stream in the ipper Jacra
mento Vallay. (Higher flow reloeases from USBR's Whiakeytown Reservolr

on the otherside of the valley would maks about 30 miles of Clasar Creesk
inte major spawning and rearing habiltat at a neglible coat én power
produotion, as the flows ars falnly good much of the year but flows are
inadsquate during summer and fall.,)

%. North Fork Feathe~ River drainage. The Abbey Bridge Reservoir, oap
L5,000 AP, and Dixie Refuge Resebvelr, capacity 1o,000AF, were designed
by DWR and suthorized aa 3WP facllities by nevsr built because of oppo
sition from some leocal ranchers, These reservolrs would create more
then 85 miles of prime trout habitat on the Little Last Chance, and
Indian Creek drainges, which flow into the North Fork, ralsing flows

by about oS5 ecfs throughout the North Fork system, Other amall reservo
should alao he considered, as they would add to Lake Orovile yleld,



